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BY THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL PURSUANT TO 
PARAGRAPH 4 OF THE CRDER OF THE TRIBUNAL DATED 13 
MARCH 1946. 


4 July 1946 


(The Commission convened at 1015 hours.) 
COMMISS TONER : 


Captain Joseph Tubridy. 


HANS EHLICH, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 
CAPT. TUBRIDY: Wil] the witness stand, please, raise your right hand, and 


repeat after me: 


I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will speak the pure 


truth and will withhold and add nothing.X 


Be seated please. Your witness, Dr. Gawlik., 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 

Bodice 

& DR. GAWLIK: I wish to prove by the interrogation of Dr. Ehlich that Section 
III-B of the S.D. did not have the general plan and the goals of this plan, tasks 
and activities, to participate in actions which are characterized as criminal under 
Article y of the Statutes, and in connection with this, 

First, that since the establishment of the R.S.H.A., that is, since 1939, the 

S.D. no longer took care of Jewish problems and consequently did not participate in 
the Jewish persecution. Exhibit 78, Trial Brief Gestapo, SD, Page 53 of the German 


translatioh. 
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Second, that the activities of Group III-B were not directed to conspiracy 
of committ ing crimes against peace, war crimes, and crimes against humanity. 

am" the SD did not have the responsibility xm for erecting or putting 
people into concentration camps, and for the transferring of racially andxgmxkxxit 
politically undesirable individuals into concentration cmmps, or for establishing 


camps for forced labor. Page 43 of the German translation. 


Fourth, that the SD, Section III, RSHA did not commit any expansion policies 
2 2 > 3 i È I 


with the purpose of committing crimes &gainst peace, war crimes, crimes against 


humanity. SS III G. 

Fifth, that the SD did not commit any shooting of politically or racially 
undesirable individuals, and within the SD, only a small circle of g individuals 
charged with intelligence work, was informed of that. 6-A, Trial Brief Gestapo 
SD, Page 21 of the German translation. 

Sixth, that the SD was not used for the purpose of executing the bullet order. 
III- C of the Trial Brief against SD and Gestapo, Page 42, German translation. 

Seventh, that the SD did not participate in the deportation of nationals of 
occupied territories for the purpose of forced labor and that they did not supervi se 
people doing compulsory labor. Exhibit V-]-e, rage 46 of the German translation. 

Eighth, that the SD was not competent for the execution of the Night and Fog 
decree, VI-G, Page 48 of the Trial Brief, German translation, 

Ninth, to refute the charges of the Prosecution that the SD has participated, 
by way of the Immigration Central Office, in the evacuation of foreigners. Trial 


Brief against SS, III-G, Page 36 of the German Translation. 





ad cs iN 


Take 1, Page 3 
B July 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Q First, I shall ask some questions to prove the mmia competency of the 
witness. What was your last position in the RSHA? 

å My last position was that of Group leader, III-B, Section II, SD Interior. 

Q What mogra problems did this group deal with? 

A Section III-B dealt with the problems of population policies, public hygiene $ 

problems of Volkdum. 

Q When did you start in this position? 

À Since the beginning of 1940, 

Q Wha was your position before this tine? 

A Before this time I was expert of the Section for racial policies and public 
hygiene. 

What was your function as Gruppenleiter? 

A My functions consisted of First, Personnel and Urganization of the Group. I 
dealt with the principles ad basic problems pertinent to this group. I represented 
the group in organizational and factual problems. Besides that, 1 was Section Chief 
of Section III-B, the section dealing with racial policies and publicx hygiene. 

Q For what period are you competent to testify for Group III-B? 

A Since the Group was established in 1940. 

I shall now ask an introductory question. 
M. MONNERAY: Just to make it clear, before 1940 he told us he dealt with 
facial policies. Was this in the RSHA also? 

WITNESS: Yes, within the Amt III, Group III B was established in 1940. 


The section for Racial Policies and Public Hygiene was existing even before that 


; 


time. 
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BY DR. GAWLIK: 
Q Did the SD deal with a Section LII-B-1, Volkdum Work, before 1940? 
Yes. 
Àre you competent to testify in regard to this work also? 
Un the basis of the most important records available. 
Did the Sector ILI-B-2, which dealtk with minorities, dealt with by the SD 
before 1940? 
Yes. 
Are you competent to testify about that also? 
Yes, on the basis of the most important records, 
Was Section III-B also dealt with before 1940? 
Yes, 1 answered tha. 
Are you campetent to testify to that also? 
Yes. 
Sectors 1II-B-4, and 1II-B-5, were they also dealt with before 1910? 
No. 
Q My questions now refer to point l. Did you organiza Sector ITI-B-3, 
Public Hygiene? 
Yes, I can Say that I was the one who organized that Sector. 
Q Did this sector deal with Jewish problems? 
À No, this sector did not deal with Jewish problems. in Section III, Bo Sector 
dealt with Jewish problems. 
Q The Prosecution alleges that the SD too has participated in a policy of 
extermination of foreign races. What have you to say about that? 
A During my activity in Section LII, 1 never heard of a policy of extermination 


being executed by the SD. Section LII did not have the s task of dealing with the 


Jewish problem. I have never heard anything regarding the extermination of Lf 


any other races, 
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Q Will you please describe briefly the functions of 1II-B-3, Race and Public 
Hygiene? 

A The tasks of Sector LI1-B-3 were: First, intelligence service dealing with 
basic scientific questions of racial policies, population policies, ancestry research 
and mmmmms ancestry care. Second, Intelligence service concerning questions of public 
hygiene, organization of public health measures, basic questions of the pharmacies 
and hospitals. 

Q What do you mean when you say intelligence service? 

A Purely intelligence service duties are: Gathering and collecting of reports 
regarding the moral attitude and opinions of the popula tion towards events and measures 
and decrees of the leading authorities; evaluation of such reports km and the fur- 
nishing of information to the competent authoritiesm of the Party and State. 

I now go over to point 2. \ihat was the function of group IIl-B-l which you 
directed? 

Ihe functions of Group LII-B-1 were: 

Intelligence service in recial policies and public hygiene; intelligence 
service concerning the problems of Volkdum, that is to say, gathering information 
regarding the peculiarities and the different customs of the individual peoples in 
relation to their spheres of life, 

Nhat do you understand by Volkdum? 

A  Volkdun is a people in itself, its peculiarities and its forms. 1 also 
wish to explain the concept "Volkdum", Volk is & unit resulting from a historical 


development; one cultural. . . 


CAP, TUBRIDY: Just a minute. Dot we need this Dr. Gawlik? We don't need 


any definition of sociological terms. 


BY DR. GAWLIK: 
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What was the goal and purpose of the intelligence work of Group L11-B? 


the goal of the Group 111-B was the collecting of information regarding 


spheres of life. ‘ihe purpose was to inform the competent leading authorities. 

Q what was the purpose of informing these authorities? Was the purpose to 
aid people who had conspired to commit crimes against peace, war crimes, and crimes 
against humanity? 

Li. UmDit, naruti: 1 object to that question as being leading. 1 think the 
first part of the question is perfectly proper. 

Di. GAVLuK: 1 shall withdraw the second part. 

WLINESS: Will you please repeat the question? 
BY Dr. GAWiLin: 

Q What was the purpose of informing the authorities? 

A the purpose was to inform the leading authorities of the effect of these 
measures and decrees issued by the autha ities on the population and what the attitude 
of the population was towards these decrees. 


Q That is the same thing which I have asked you. What was the purpose of informing 


A They were informed for the purpose of issuing new decrees, of taking new 
measures to reshape certain developments, or to change them. 
Q Were those to be measures for the purpose of canmitting crimes against the 
peaee, war crimes, and crimes against humanity? 
M. MONNERAY: I am sorry to object, but 1 have the same objection as Commamer 
Harris. 
DR. GAWLIKE: I shall withdraw the question. 
CAPT, TUBRDY: Just a minute, i1 don't see that it makes so very much 


j 
f 


difference because his observations do not carryamy any weight anyway. * 
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M. MONNERAY: Perhaps the defense counsel could put the question in a different 


CAPT, TUBRIDY: I think, Dr. Gawlik, that you are aware of the matter, and you 
may proceed. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Q hat kind of measures were to be taken? Please answer this cuestion fron the 

point of view of the SD. 
The only task of the SD was that of informing the authorities objectively 
of wha infomation they had gathered. This mm did not give him the authority of 
decisions or influence on the decisions regarding individuals or groupsmkf of indi- 
viduals. 
offices 
& Did you get any requests from other mféfieimx in connection with your work? 
Yes, we did receive them. 
Q Was that a larger part of your work? 
No, generally the orders emanated from the current work, 

Q Did you manage bhe work of these subordinate imit 
abschnittes and Xbxwkimm Abschnittes on your own xhmm initiative or did you receive 
directives" 

À The directives usually ensued from the current work but we also received 
basic directives . All directives to subordinate offices were by wey of the dhief 
of Sector III. 

Q What were the general directives? 

The general directives were, briefly, First, the SD xk had no executife 
authority, but merely intelligence service mZxkmi duties. Secondly, particularly 


important for Section LII-B is the work pertaining to the observations of formations, 


and peculiarites of life, and the evaluation of this significant difference 7 


between peoples, 
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Q I now turn to point 3. Will you describe briefly the activities of III-B-1, 

Volkdum work? 
to take care of 

À It was the task of Sector III-B-1,/intelligence service regarding German Volk 
groups and regarding the German groups in the incorporated and occupied territories. 
Further than that, Sector IILI-B-l received special assignments from the highest 
authorities in this field which was the Reich Commissioner for German Volkdum, These 

for 

special assignments were/expert opinions zikixkx within the sphere of Volkdum because 


during the war they lacked sufficient experts. This, however, was an assignment which 


did not strictly belong within the working sphere of the SD. 


Q I now will show you document R-112. Will you please look at the mxxfk 


directive dated July 1, 1942. Are you qcouai nted with kkæ this directive? 
Yes. 

Q Was that an intelligence service assignment of the SD, Sector 1II? 

A No. 

Q On the basis of this directive, what was the purpose of inserting Sector III 
into the SD? 

A This directive deals with the resettlement of members of Section IV of the 
German Peoples list. The dealing with the members of Section IV of the Germen 
Peoples List who had lived in Poland before the war and who had been active, though 
they were Germans, against the other Germans, wasm on the basis of directives md 
was an affair of the SDAPO offices. In every case, these individuals were to be 
taken into protective custody, but since they were yxmhEixgxEMEX problems pertaining 
to Volkdum and the reconversion of these peoples to the German Volkdum, expert opinions 
were desired for this special case where peoples of Volkdum were concerned. This 
special assignment was givenkm to LII-B of the SD on the basis of this directive. 


e? 
7 
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Q Was the SD or the SD Leitabschnitt, on the kxXxbasis of this directive, 
competent for protective custody or for the throwing into concentration camps 


of an individual? 


LT. CMDR. HARRIS: I think I object to the cuestion on the grounds that 


it seeks to contradict the express language of the directive, 

CAPT. TUBRIDY: May L see the directive? 1 think he may answer and we will 
reserve the subject matter for cross examination. 

WITNESS: No, this was not the task for the SD for the directive states that 
@The expert opinion of the SD is to be given before", and L repeat "before the decision 
is made by the Gestapo." 

T. CMDR, HARRIS: Just a minute. where are you zeading from the document? 
1 don't mind the witness reading from the document, 1 submit that the statmment of 
the witness is inconsistent with the wording of the documents itself, and therefore 
ask that the paragraph upon which he relies be read in the true context of the 
document. 


CAPT, TUBRIDY: Will you read that section of the document whieh is pertinent 


LT. UMDR HARRIS: That is paragraph 4. 

INTERPRETEB: The racial tasks haváng been completed, the leaders of the State 
Police Superior Offices and the leaders of the Superior State Uffices, the Departments 
in the Security Offices, the III-B offices, will together assemble the material 
available and will apply them in zaxis particularly difficult cases. The dossiers 
are first to be submitted by security offices Department 1IL and III-B., ‘The decision 
of the latter office then will be forwarded to the competent Statu Superior Offices. 


DR. GAWLIK: Witness, you have heard this paragraph? 


WITNESS: Yes, d 
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BY DR. GAWLIK: 


Q Will you please elucidate the statement? 
A The English translation which was just read had left out something which 
appears in the original German. f 
examination 

Parggraph indicates that Gestapo msxigmmmnts and decisions of the case 
differs from the examination of the Volkdum problem by the experts of the SD. If tha 
would not have been the case, one would not have needed the expert opinions of the 
SD. The SD never could apply for protective custody or for the transferring into 
concentration camps. Only the NSDAP could do that. That is why paragraph 4 prescribes 
that the expertx opinion on the Volkdum problem of the RSHA III-B has to return to 
the STATE SDAPO who has dealt with the case previously. It was up to them to continue 
to deal with the case. 

Q So, what was the exact participation in the work of the measures mentioned 
here in paragraph 4? 

A The participation of the 3D consisted in rendering an expert opinion regarding 
the Volkdum problem in the particular case. 

Perhaps you can give us an example. 

I can only construct a theoretical example since i do not know a single 
practical case where the SD was asked for an expert opinion as elucidated in this 
directive. 

LT. CMDR. HARRLS:Then, if the witness is not qualified to give an example 
1 do not think he should give one. 

DR. GAWLLKRS L want to Withdraw the question and put another one to you. 

BY DR. GAWLLK: 


«q Do you want to say that this directive was not executed in practice? 


JO 
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A Yes. 

u What intelligence service information was received by III-B-1, Volkdum work? 

A  ILI-B-1l substantially received information regarding the peculiarities of 
German Volkdum groups. Particularly in the spheres of life, cooperations, schools, 
cultural prmikixmxx problems, etc. 

What was the purpose of this information that you received? 
The purpose of receiving such information was to inform the competent authoritie 

Q Was that a preparation for the incorporation of territories where foreign 
nationalities of German Volkdum lived? 

A Wo, it was merely a matter of having the leading aithorities recéive such 
information. 

were 
x Q Inow turn to point 4. What xxx the activities of Sector l11-5-5, occupied 
territories: 
‘the task of 111-B-5 was to gather information concerning the different peoples 


in the occupied territories in their most essential forms of life. Sector Lii-Be5 


was particularly used as an information office for all the other sectors of Section lil 


Were there any SD offices in the occupied territories? 
Ls Yes, the Commissars of the Siro and of the SD had Section lil attached to 
5b d all occupied territories, however. 
Q Pid these offices orgahizationally belong to Section ILL or were they a 

special organi zation? 

Organizationally, these departments did not belong to Section lll. They were 
only subordinate to them in factual matters. 

In your capacity as chief of 111 B, to whom also was subordinated the 111-B-5 


offices in the occupied territories, were you X acquainted with the activities of the 


Einsatzgruppen? 





QOM B = Ehlich 


- TI ULL 
H1012 — 0013 


Take 1, rage 12 
4 July 


À Yes, 1 was acquainted with the activities of the Binsatzkwinasen Groups, in 


particular where it was a matter of activities of the Section ILL. 
ibre the members of the SD actife in these Einsatz Groups? 
Yes. 
Did you receive reports from these menbers of the SD? 
Yes. 
Whet kind of reparts did you get: 
A These were the same sort of intelligence service reports regogding the spheres 
of life which were also furnished in the interior. 
Q Did these reports show that the Einsatz Groups had killed a great number oi 
persons?’ 
A I have not read anything in the reports of Section 1II of the SD pertaining 
to mass exterminations of peoples in the occupied territories, Reports in thatx 
respect were the affairs of Section IV or Section IV of the RSHA. 


$Xx M. MONNERAY: I am sorry, I did not understand. You said first, Section IV 


and afterwards, you said Amt IV. What is the difference? 


The Sector IV is with the Binsatz Group. The Amt IV is with RSHA. 
BY IR. GAWLIK: 

Q The activities of the Einsatz Groups must have become public property of the 
population in occupied territories and consequent ly must have had an effect on their 
morale, Did the members of the SD, in reporting this, tell of the effect on the 
morale of the peoples in the occupked territorics? 

A Yes, some of the reports of the SD do some departments did have a repa t on 
the effect on the morale of the shooting of Bolshevik Jewish people. 

@ What was said about the shootings in the years 1941 to 1945? 


^ 


A In the years 1941 and 1943, we received oscassional reparts , partly that 
^ 
the population deplored these shootings entirely, and that in some territories, LA 
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Lithuania 
ikikkhornka 
I hear recalls, reports from kibmourm and some from Ruthania, some parts of the 


population participated actively in these shootings.mmixkaak The years 1943, 1944 
and 1945 did not bring any reports. 
Q Who were the persons, individuals, in the SD, Amt III, who became aware of 
these reports? 
À Only persons immediately dealing with these affairs knew of these reports. 
Can you give us an approximate number? 
In my group, perhaps three, but at the very most, four persons. Smegpox There 
were approximately 90 persons in my groupi 
Q Did the menbers of the subordinate offices of the Leitabschnitt of the Branch 
Office and the confidentail agents become acquainted with these reports? 
No. 
Q Did you, as chief of Group III, issue any directives for the shooting of 
Bolshevik individuals? 
A No. 
Q Was the SD at all campetent for that? 
No, the SD was an intelligemce service. 
How far did the SD deal with the shooting of persons in the Kast? 
A With the shooting itself, it had nothing to do. Only with the effects these 
shootings had as I testified previously. 
Q What were the consequences of such reports regarding the effects on the morale 
of the population? 


A These reports were used for the information of the canpehent departments of 


Did you receive these reports regularly from the Einsatz Groups? 
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A ‘No, these reports came in irregularly. 

Q I will show you the document L-180. It is a report of Einsatz Group A, 
dated September, 1941. This report says that mass shootings did take place. Do 
you know this report and was this report submitted to you at that time? 

A Ido not know the entire report. I did not see the original to its complete 
extent, 

Did you receive any parts of it? 

I did not receive any parts of it 1 am sure, because it was not permitted to 
be taken apart. But 1 probably was instructed by the competent experts as these 
are matters concerning the intelligence service. But for that, I would have to read 
the whole report. 

Q Who were the canpetent experts? 

A At that time, the eompetent expert was III-B-l-e. 

Q If the expert of III-B had it, it must have passed your desk. 

à No. If, for example, | was not present when the repart arrived, my deputy 
chief of the chief of the department had the authority to æ sign for the top 
secret matter and to take it so that I did not see or receive every report that 
arrived at Group III-B, 

Q Did these reports come to Amt III? 

xodoou 

LT. CMDR. HARRIS: I submit that that question be changed. I think he 
xsaid III-B-l-e. 

CAPT, TUBRIDY: Yes, L think that that was the response. 

BY DR. GAWLIK: 


Bid the entire report arrive at l1I-B-1-e or mmy only parts of it? 


I believe that I answered that question because I stated that a top ) 4 


secret matter could not be pulled apart, 
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Q Did Amt III use gas wagons? 

LT. CMDR. HARRIS: I am going to object to that because it is perfectly 
obvious tha t the witness does not know anything about the Einsatz Groups. This 
matter has been covered so many times that it is a complete waste of time. 

DR. GAWLIK: I haven't asked any questions concerning the gas wagons. I did 
not put my questions to any witnesses concerning the gas wagons. By the way, this 
is the witness who has dealt with the affairsm of occupied territoriesx in Amt III. 

CAPT. TUBRIDY: Was he ever in the Eastern territories? 

DR. GAWLIKZ No. I am asking frog the point af view of Amt III. 

CAPT, TUBRIDY: He worked in the office and was unaware of what wes going on 
in the field. The point is he is hardly in a position to state whether or not these 
wagons were used, 

DR. GAWLIK: 1 shall submit the question as follows: Did Amt III issue 
any directives to employ gas wegons? 

WITNESS: No. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 
Q Did the intelligence service receive any reports concerning the employmert 
of gas wagons? 
No. 


DR. GAWLIK: I now come to point 5. 


CAPT. TUBRIDY: We will take a 10 minute recess now, Dr. Gawlik 


Q A hort recess was taken.) 
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DIRECT EXAMINATION RESUMED AT 1145 FOURS 


CAPT. TUBRIDY: I think we can m resume. 

BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Qe I now turn to Point 5. Did you know of the aggremment to exterminate 
Russian Prisoners of War before the Russian Campaign took place? 

A. No. 

Was the execution of this task one of the duties of the SD? 
If there was such an agreement, then its putting into practise did not 

belong to the duties of the SD. 

^, I now turn to Point 6. T am showing you Document PS-1650, the bullet 
decree,D-569 treatment of Russian Prisoners of War, and PS-1514 transfer of Prisoners 

competent 

of War to the Gestapo. Also SD AMT 3 munpmMWME for the execution of these orders. 

A. No. AD AMT 3 was not mmmsmWEMk competent for the execution of these 
orders, 

O. Will you illucidate? 

A. SD AMT 3 and its subordinate officers did not have any executive duties. 
The addresses of these decrees do not mention SD AMT 3, 

O. Was the SD being utilized for the execution of these orders? 

A. No. According to my knowledge, no. 

O. Did the SD concern itself by way of the Counter-Ihtelligence Service with 
Prisoners of War? 

A. Yes. The SD saw from the perspective of the spheres of life as concerned 
itself with the Prisoners of War. 


Qe Can you give us some examples? 
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A. For instance, the affect of Prisoner of War employment on the agricultural 
production. For another example, the affect of Prisoner of War employment on the 
rural population in general. 

OQ. Has the SD by way of its reports, initiated or promulgated treatment of 
Prisoners of War by contradicting International Law? 

A. No. 

^. I now turn to Point 7. What was the duties of the SD in the Department 
3B2 minorities? | 

A. One can only understand the activities of 3B2 only from the development 


of the Intelligence Service in war time. Before the war and in the beginning of 


the war, only minorities living in G ermany were dealt with. During the war, all 


minorities living in Germany and in occupied territories were dealt with from an 


Intelligence Service point of view. 

9. What did you understand by minorities? 

A. Our definition of minorities was German Nationals who déspite citizenship, 
professed to their Volkstum, its culture and its language. For instance, Poles 
living in the Eastern areas of the old Reich. 

0. How far did the SD ANT 3 deal with these minorities? 

A. The SD ANT 3 dealt with these minorities only by way of Intelligence 
Service regarding the effect on their spheres of life. 

Qe Did the SD AMT 3 participate in the deportation of Nationals of occupied 
territory for the purpose of compulsary labor? 

Ae N Os 

For which territories and for which period can you testify to that? 

A. For the entire war and for all those territories in which there were 


Section 3 of the ANT 3. 
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OQ. Page 1743 of the German record reads: "The Gestapo of the SD participated 
on the mass deportation of Nationals of the occupied territories in order to employ 
them as forced labor. " They also handled the penalties dealt out of forced 
labor. Is that correct? 

No, I haven't heard a thing about that. 

Did the SD have any punishment authority under compulsary labor? 

No, the SD had no authority to punish b ecause he had no executive powers. 

Did the reports of the SD contribute to the deportation? 

No, on the contrary. In numerous cases the reports of the SD regarding 
living spheres and spheres of live had indicated that a compulsary deportation 
of foreign workers into Germany would have an unfavorable affect on the 
efficiency of production, the relationship of the people to each other, and the 
security of the Reich. 

Page 1746 of the German record reads: "And in this way the Gestapo and 
SD retained £ control over the forced laborers who were all over the Reich", So 
far has the SD ever exercised any control? 

A. No. 

Did AMT 3 regard foreign Nationalists as a group, as an enemy? 

A. No. The SD merely concerned itself with spheres of life. As in Intelli- 
gence Service, as far as foreign workers are concerned, there is a decree of the 
Chief of the Security Police and of the SD dated December 7, 1942. This directive 
shows clearly the difference between the Counter-Intelligence of the STAPO and the 
spheres of life Intelligence Service of the SD. 

^O. I ath submitting and showing you Document L-61 dated 26 November 1942. The 
prosecution has submitted this document in order to prove that the SD did partici- 


pate, in effect, in the deportation. On the basis of your position in the SD and 
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as a Gruppenleiter, will you illucidate? 

Ae The document mentions the mmmkmxk SD only in the context which 
reads, "Chief of the Security Police and of the SD", There is nothing here sbout 
any activity of the SD regarding the execution of the order contained in this letter. 
But, in effect, the SD has cooperated in the work of this problem. The deportation 
which this document orders, has not been executed because mf those reports of 
the SD for the Reichsfuehrer SS, the Reichsfuehrer in the spring of 1943, had 
prohibited its execution, 

VR. MONNERAY: May we hav e a copy of this document please? 
BY THS-WTTNSSS:' I have to add one thing. I myself have signed the teletype to 
the SD Office in the Generalgovernment which contained the message that the 
Reichsfuehrer SS cancelled the orders of the deportation. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Qe I now turn to Point 8. I am submitting to you Document L-90. Tt is the 
Night and Fog decree. Did the SD execute that decree? 

Ae No. This is the first time I am seeinc this decree, 

Qe Was the SD utilized for the execution of this decree? 

^. No. I cannot find anything according to which the SD was utilized. 

Qe I now turn to the next point--Page 36 of the German Transcript, Trial brief 
&againslthe SS reads as follows: "Immigration Center Offices were erected in order 
to proceed with evacuations under the Supervision of the Chief of the Security 
Police and of the SD and of the Leiter of the RSHA", Did these Immigration Center 
Offices have anything to do sckkx concerning the work of Volkstum of the SD? 

1, I must correct something here, There were no Immigration Center Offices. 
There was only one Immigration Center Office. This has nothing to do with the evacua- 


tion of foreigners. The Immigration Center Office did have something to do with We 
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Volkstum work but it had nothing to do with the Intelligence Service of the SD. 

Qe What was the aim and the purpose of the Immigration Center Office? 

A. Its purpose was the registration and naturalization of the Volkstum 
Germans returning to the Reich. Its purpose was to take core of all the individual 
channels of this work in one single avthority. 

Qe To whom was the Immigration Center Office subordinate? 

A, The decrees of the Reichsminister of the Interior issued toward the end of 
October 1938. It was subordinate to the Chief of Security Police and SD. 

2. Did the Immigration Center Office have anything to do with the Intelligence 
Service of AMT 3 SD? 

Ae Now 

©. Was it a duty of the Immigration Center Office to care for the settlemkmx- 
ment of the re-settlers who returned to Germany? 

No. 
Was it a duty of the Immigration Center Office to evacuate or deport 
foreigners? 
My discription of its duties were exhausted. 
Did AMT 3 have anything to do with the deportation or evacuation of 
foreigners? 

A. No. The ANT 3-3-B was not to deal with the execution of the evacuation 
and deportation of foreigners in the occupied territories. 

MR. MONNERAY: Does the witness talk about AMT3 in a general way or 
AMT 3-3-B? 
B Y THE WITNESS: AVT 3 in all its sections, did of course include 3-B. AMT 3 was 
concerned only with the Entelligence Service pertaining to all spheres of live. 


those of evacuation and deportation. For example, I previously testified that the 
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evacuations of the Poles around Lublin, Document 1-61, was reported by the SD 
to the Reichsfuehrer SS. Many reports came in from Gauleiter Burgel pertaining 
to evacuation of French speaking residents of Lorraine into France. 
O. What was the aim and the purpose of the reports pertaining to the 
deportation of the residents of Lorraine? 
4. The purpose of these reports was to stop the deportation entirely, or 
at least reduce them to a minimum since their SD reports $howed that all parts of 
the pupulation were affected negatively by these deportations. 
B Y DR. GAWLIK: No further mestions. 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MONNERAY: 
^. Since when are you a member of the SD? 
A. Since February 1, 1937. 
And xx what was your position in the beginning of the activities of the SD? 
I was a referent. 
Where? 
In what used to be the SD in Hauptamt. 
2. And what was your specialty? 
A. Iwas a referent for thamacmpampbocmmmbenc referate racial politics and 
public hygeine. 
^. And this group waschanged and made ^ +a part of 3B was it not? 
This department, after AVT 3 was established, was taken into the ANT. 
3S? 


When did you come into the SS? 


In the year 1932. 


What were your functions before entering into the SD? 
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I was a Medical official in the Ministry of the Interior of $Seoleemw, 

When did you enter the party? 

I joined the party November 1931. 

Have you always been in Berlin in RSHA or any where else in the loca 

Germany or outside of Germany? 

No. I had no other position in the SD except in the RSHA 

Th@fwas a service of the Intelligence and Information, was 

Yes. 


This Intelligence Service was an Intelligence Service for the Party from 


beginning? 


e 


I cannot testify regarding the period before I entered the SD regarding 


the organization. 

And in 1937 the SD was Party organization, was it not? 

Yes, but at that time it had already had connections with the 
authorities. 

So the SD was a political office, was it not? 

It was the Intelligence Service. 

With a political mission? 

It was an Intelligence Service mission, 

You had to give information to the party, did you not? 


We have made reports to the Party and in the same way to the State 


authorities. 


OQ. T he aim of this information was to give material to the Party and 


the State for their political action, was it not? 





- NN 


Take 2, Page A Ó 
4 July 1130-1300 
Bhlighh, 


effec/ 
A^. No. The purpose of the work of the SD was to report mijmctively the 


attatnde, approach and reaction of the masses toward the decrees and measures 

of the government and to transfer these reports to the competent authorities. 
^. You told us already this much. I would like, if you could answer my 

questions, if you sent information to the party, it was in order to help the 


action of the party, was it not? Please answer me yes or no and afterwards you 


can give your explanation. 


A. No b ecause we had no influence on any action taken between the Party on 
behalf 
the mht of our reports. 

^. I didn't ask you whether you were influencing the Party. I asked you 
whether your action and your information was sent over to the Party in order to 
collaborate with the political aims of this Party. 

A. T don't know, I do not see any difference between the last cuestion and 
the cuestion which I have answered previously. 

Oe I ask you oniy witness, to answer my question without going into the 
motive of the question. I ask you only simply, and I think it is a simplp ouestion, 
Since you have been a member of the Party since 1932 or even before, your action 
consisted into helping the action of the Party, was it not. 

A. Yes. T hat is why I was a Party member. 

Qe Now your activities were intended to help the activity of the State in the 
same way of the activities of the Party, did they not? 

A. I testified previously that I was a State Civil Servant in my capacity 


as a Medical Counsel in the SezEmay Ministry of the Interior. 


Saxony 
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Je And it was necessary as much as possible to identify the general lines 
of activities of the party and the general lines of the activities of the State, 
XXwXy was it not? 
A. Yes. 
Now you told us that the SD had no executive powers, did you not? 
Yes. 
Purely information work? 
Yes. 
Information work about all kinds of matters important for the general 
policiy of the State and the Party? 
A. No. Not all possible kinds but only the cuestions which were put down on 
the scheme of business pertaining to the different spheres of life. 
^. Now your reports tried to find out the general opinion of the people? 
A. Yes. 
O. Now the political opinions of people were of course, very important, 
were they not? 
A. Yes. 
Qe So it was necessary to find out kEkugmmExa their political opinion? 
A. Yes. Of course. That was the task, 
O. It was necessary to find out eventually the people who were not in favor 
of the new system? 


A. Yeg,of course. Among the apparatus of our co-workers there were many 


people among the V-Men who did not approve of many things in our program. 


A 


. And it was necessary for you to find out what groups of people who 


were not in favor and for what reason, in the State and Party? 
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Ae X We were only a party interested in the groups. If it was a 
matter of professional groups--if for example, the teaching profession disapproved 
of certain measures of decrees of the State or the Party. 
O. So if you were not interested so much in groups you were more interested 
in the individuals, were you not? 


YEÉXIXXXEX I did not say that we were not interested in groups. 


So you were interested in both groups and individuals, were you not? 


Yes. The individual as an opinion but not in the individual as a name, 
« » 
in example, the reports of the offices did not reag Yr. Mueller stated, but it 


« 
said Afar mex °° a teacher said that” 


A 


. And you have many V-Men in all kind of activities in the nation, did you 


Yes. 

And each V-Man sent to his superior, reports of his own sphere? 

The V-Man reported to the Branch office. 

All right. And those reports of V-Men had to be necessary to be 
very concrete or to prove what they were telling? 

Yes, they had to be proven. 

So in those reports were put of course, names and concrete proofs in 
order to check them eventually? 

A. Yes. The branch officefs did have the names but the report eminating 

from the branch office to the Aussenstelle no longer contained the name. 

And each Aussenstelle was keeping its own archives? 

Yes, 

Now the practical measures to be taken against any branch groups were 


on the jurisdiction of the Gestapo only, was it not? 
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Xx not 
Tt was/the purpose of any members of the SD nor that of the Branch Office 


^ 


Ae 
nor of the sector nor of the RSHA to initiate measures to be taken by the Gestapo. 
I did not 


Really, I would be very obliged for you to answer my question. 
merely asked you whether 


ask you whether you intended to promote any action. I 


khex it was in the jurisdiction of the Gestapo to carry executive measures out 


against objectionists. 
Measures against enemies of the State were matters pertaining to the 


^ 
Ae. 


Gestapo. 
ind the reports voming from the SD were one of the grounds on which 


eventually the Gestapo offices could know what kind of opposition was in sight with 


the State? 
A No, because the Gestapo did not receive 3MNMNKreports from the SD but had i 


own net of confidential agents, 
reports from the inspector of the Sipo and 


^ Did you receive in the RSH 4, 


A. The inspectors of the Sipo and of the SD were merely personnel 
supervision, 
à was not up to them to make factual reports 


organizations of the meufuxxXxsHu. It 


and they did not make them. 
do 
Qe om The inspector of the nd Sipo mix not agree with you on this 


. 


point. Now, have you known Dr. Best? 


Ae Yes. 
Do you think he is a man who knew cuite clear the organization of the 


German peoa? police? 


Dr. B est resigned from the service of the Sigo in 1940. 


A 
Le 


BY CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: 
Will you answer the question "yes" or "no"? 
I cannot testify to any time of the period after 1940. 
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Jill you answer the cuestion whether he was correctly informed, "yes" or 


Ae For the time before 1940, yes. 


BY MR. MONNERAY: 
that the 
Qe Now he says ih his book &kkkkkke SD on the one hand and the Sipo on 


the other hand were competing each other. 


i. I consider the book by Dr. Best a personal work by Dr. Rest and not 
the official authority book of SD and Sipo. 
P odse e, 

^. You told us he knew cuite perfectly, the organization of tho «===. 
did you not? 

^, That is no reason why he should not mention private opinions in his 
book which he would like to see put into practise, 

Oe Vergwell. Now you told us that 3B, -3-4-5 have not been dealt with 


, 


by the SD before 1940. 


A. If you will check the records you will see that I said tha 3B3 was dealt wit 


but 4 and 5 was not dealt with. 

Q. Can you tell us which office was dealing before 1940 with the matters of 
h4 and 5? 

A. The Sector 3B-4 was created in the year 1943 because the problems pertain- 
ing to citizenship and naturalization were not dealt with in the RSHA. There was 
a Section 3B -A which called itself re-settlement Tt must be in the order of busi- 
ness 19Al. 


^. I have the Document L-185, USA 484 which is a plan of organization 1 Jan- 


vary 1941 and you could read 3pP-4 Immigration and Resettlement. 
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A, I have just said that it was a Plan of Organization which the attorney 
asked me about befare. It was a department in Section 3B-4, Citizenship and 
Naturalization. This department did not exist previously in the year 1940 when the 
representative of the prosecution asked me about it, I have answered to the 
preceding question of the representative of the prosecution, There was a 
department of resettlement. I wanted to answer some more but the representative 
of the prosecution interrupted me, 
Qe I only wanted to know whether those departments existed at that time, 
You told us in AMT 3, nobody was dealing with the Jewish cuestion, 
A, Yes. 
Q, And within Germany there were still Jews living in 1941 and 1942, were 
there not? 
A, Yes. 
Q. And this group was objecting to certain measures, was it not? 
A. Yes. 
Q.e And the SD, which had the mission of reporting on all manifestations within 


Germany, was not interested at all in knowing what the incidents of those measures 


against J ews were? 
i 
A. No. 


Q. But you told us that your mission was to know all about what happendd inside 
of Germany as far as legal measures are concerned? 

A. Yes but through the regulation concerning the limitation of the task of 
AMT 3 and the tasks of AMT 4 (Gestapo), it was determined that all problems 
concerning Jews, including those of Intelligence Service, were to be dealt with 
only by AMT 4e 
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CO. ^t what time were those rules established? 

A. I believe, I am not quite sure, however, that the correct date of the 
Plan of Organization is 27 September 1939. 
2. And before this date, SD was dealing with the Jewish question, 

^. The SD in the Central Office II did not deal with the Intelligence Service 
concerning the Jewish problem. 

Qs So you pretend that the SD was never sending any reports concerning Jews? 

A. I did not say that. What I did say was that the Central Office TI never 
dealt with the Jewish problem. 

2. I didn't ask you about II. Which was the office dealing with the dex? 
Jewish problem? 

A. The office dealing with the Jewish Problem was the departmental Jewish 
problems in Central Office II-l, 

Qe ind your office after the organization of race and national health 
had nothing Ag to do with the Jewish problem? 

ie We have received in my department before AMT 3 was instituted, 
occasional reports. These reports dealt with the facts on German living spheres 
still remaining from Jewish influence and my department did not deal with these 
matters since the other department called on Jewish problems in Department #1 was 
& competent one, 

Ae So the SD was dealing with the Jewish yomiomx question, was it not? 

A.  Yes.Central Department II-l, 


Qe And in the matter of race, the Jewish question was a central question, 


was it not? 


Ae No because the Jewish problem is not a problem of race but with the 


Jews it is a people, 
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Qe What was the formation of 3-B =5? 
ñe I have extensively answered that cuestion before. It was the task of 
3-B-5 to collect the reports from occupied territories in regard to the 
rgEMNixrikiwx peculiarities of the individual people and to instruct all the other 
departments of ANT 3 in regard to these questions. 
Qe Did you receive any reports from the occupied territories concerning 
eventual opposition to Germany? 
A. T he reports of SD was dealt with resistance groups as far as they 
had any affects on the different spheres of life. 
^O. So you were dealing with resistance movements in occupied territories? 
In that s@nse yes. 
Have you any connection with AMT=1,? 
Y es. There were official connections. May I give you an example? 
Yes. 


The pbdicies of the Reichs Commissioner from Norway Terboven, had 


promoted the formation of resistance groups. This had an affect on the security 


of the German occupation in Norway. ANVT=4 reported on that. The negative 
activities of Terboven also had affect on the spheres of life and AMT 3 reported 
on that. 

Oe. What do you call the spheres of life, if possible very short? 
BY CART. TUBRIDY: Raktkiču Particularly the negative affect upon spheres of live. 
Jf WE WITNESS: 

A, Repression of economic activity in Norway by the activity of the resistance 


groups, 
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Qe So any office of the RSHA of course had intended to have the largest 
efficiency of economy in Norway, did it not? 
A. The offices of RSHA had no interest whatsoever on the economy of Norway 
but only on the description of the economic situation. 
Qe. So the reports were indicating that the resistance movement had a 
negative result and influence on the NorweZgian economy? 
Ae Yes, that is what I wanted to describe in order to answer the eee 
question whether there was cooperation between Y- ANT=3 and ANT-4. 
^. You told us just in the beginning of this interrogation that no connection 
existed between the Gestapo and SD, did you not? 


to have them shown to me 
^, I should appreciate/hmiruxxkmwxm in the records, 


is ^. Do you agree that SD was cooperating with the Gestapo? 


A. The cooperation which I was asked by representative of the prosecution, 
whether SD by its reports had initiated the persecuting of individuals or groups. 

^. We will put the cuestion otherwise then. The SD was cooperating with the 
active measures taken by the Gestapo? 

Ae No, 

^. And in this Plan of Organization of 1941 it is said that 3-B-l for 
instance, at the same time concerning AVT-4 and 3-B-4 Immigration and Re-settlement 
concerning also ^AVT-A? 

A. May I see the document? 

Qə It is L-185 USA 48h. 
BY CAPT, TUBRIDY: Could you hold this until after lunch. We will adjourn until 


2 o'clock, 


The Commission adjourned st 1300 hours. 
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(Cross Examination continued) 


BY LT COMDR HARRIS: 
Q. Q. There are just two things I want to read into the record, that is first, 


Report No. 4 of the Krimtschaks (approximately 6000) who were generally counted 
to be Jews who have lived for the greater part in Sinfsropol (2500) and in 
Karasubarsai, their annihilation together with that of tho real Jews and gypsies 
in the Crimea took p lace essentially in the beginning of December 1941. The 
fact that the Krimtschaks and the gypsies shared the fate of the Jews did not 
particularly excite the fight." The SD of course would the agency which reported 
how the population reacted to the murder of the Krimtschaks and gypsies ss well 
as the Jews? 

Ae In connection with that I stated this morning thet the reports of the 
Grippen, xxxxx~ex that these reports did not come regularly in the Section 5. 

Qe That is not the answer to the question. Im just asking you whether 
it would not be within the province of the interest of the SD to report upon the 
public reaction to the murder of the Krimtschaks xxxwwm and gypsies as well as to 
the customary murder of Jews? You can answer that Yes or No, then explain. 
xxxxx@xx The answer is yes? 

Ae It is not Yes. I have answered that question this morning.you will find 
it in the record. 

No further questions. 
BY COL. ORLOV: 
Q. Were you in the East yourself? 
BY THE COMMISSIONER: Col. Orlov, how many questions do you have? 
I have 3 or 4 questions. 
BY COL ORLOV: 
Q. Did you take official trip to the East? 


Ae Yes, to the Ukraine. 


Qe When was that? 
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Ae In Jime 1942. 
Qe Did you visit Ohlendorf? 
Ae No, I was not in the Crimea. e I took sick and remained sick in 
Mariopol. 
Qe Where did you get your reports from? 


Ae The reports from the Fast? 


Qe No, the reports in General. 


Ae We received our reports from the SD Leitabschnitten and the 
SD Abschnitten. 
Qe Did you have your om agents? 
Ae The SD did not work with agents, but with V men. 
BY THE DEFENSE; I have two questions. 

Qe You stated in the cross examination that the SD has assisted the party 
in reaching their goal. I now ask you was this considered to be a conspiracy for 
the purpose of committing crimes against peace, war crimes, and crimes against 
humanity? 

Ae Noe 

Qe You stated that there was a possibility that the SD participated in the 
conferences where the deportations and shootings were discussed? 

Ae Deportations were discussed, yes. 

Qe I now ask you what was the attitude of the SD during these conferences. 
Did it support measures executed in this way or did it take an epposing attitude 
on the basis of reports as received? 

MR. MONNERAY: I object to this question since it seems to be too general. 
Concentrate and ask complete questions. 
BY THE DEFENSE: - 


Q. I am asking you regarding the attitude of the SD pertaining to those 
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Ehlich 
conferences which were discussed during the cross examination, 
BY THE COMMISSIONER:: The question, though it is general, it is a question 
that has been raised by the prosecution and may be heard by the witness. 
WITNESS: Will you kindly repeat the question. 


BY THE DEFENSE: 


Qe What was the attitude of the SD regarding deportations? Did he support 


those measures or did he take an opposing attitude? 

Ae Generally, the SD rejected the resettlement and deportation of foreigners 
since it disquieted the population; it disturbed thexsmxz economic war measures 
and instead of contributing to quiet, to calming the population, brought about 
a hostile attitude on the part of the population concerned. 

No further questions. Witness excused. 


Court Recessed at 1540 hours. 





HEEL 


H1012-0058 





HEEL 


H1012-0059 


OF TEST iL ONY FOR 


Tyr 


BEFORE a C ) “APPOINT SD BL 
INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
SUNT TO P.R.GRAPH 4. OF 


THE TRIBUNAL DATED 13 MARCH 


Pitan 


(The Commission convened at 1015 


Joseph Tubridy. 


stand, please, 
Ni Omniscicnt, that I will speck the 
witahold anc 
witness 


P T Ty 
Un, ILI KS 


Section III-B of 


Ve ` 
pLa n, 


4. 


terized as criminal under Article 4 of the Statutes, 


Sccond, that the 
Spiracy of conlaitting crimes ng 
humanoty. 
Third, the SD did 
people into concentration c 
politically undesirable individuals into concentrat Lot 


tablishing caups for forced labor. P^ zo 43 





TIL LUI 


ae ; H1012-0060 
4 J uly-2-. |. iU na 


Fourth, that the SD, Section i.i, RSHA, did awuit any expansion 


olicies with the purposo of commi itting crimes ag-inst peace, war crimes, 
i È € 5, 


3 
crimes against humanity. SS IIIG. 
Fifth, that the SD did not commit ony shooting of politically c 
racially undesirable individuals, and within tho SD, only « small circle 
of individuals chargod with intelligence work, as informed of that, 6,4 


Trial Bricf Gestapo SD, Page 21 of the Garman translation, 


Sixth, that the SD not used for the purpose of executing 


bullet order, III-C of the Trial Brief against SD and Gestapo 
S] 


42, Germ 
Seventh, that tho SD did not particip to in tho de portation 
occupied territories ior the purpos 
hat they did not supervise people doing conpulsory laber Exhibit 
V-l-e-, Page 48 of the Trial Briof, German Translation. 


Eighth, that 


Ninth, to refute the 
ticipated by way of the Dusigrat 
forcigners, Triol Brief against SS, 
lations 
BY DR. GAULIK: 
18 to prove tho conpotauch 


"vosition in tho SHA? 


roup leader, III-B, < 


Ald this group deal 
Section III-B dealt with tho 
hygicne, snd problous of Volkdun 


Jhon did you stort in this position? 
Since the beginning of 1940. 
What was hour position be 


13 f! + : +m r ` ow 5 oa 4 4 
Belory this timo I w.: export of the 


and public hygicne, 
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our function as Gruppenlicter? 
functions consisted of iirst, Personnel snd Organization of the 


Group. I dealt with the principles and basic probluas pertinent to this 


group. I represented the gronp in organizational and factual problems, 


Besides that, I wes Scetion hief of Section III-B, the section dealing 
with rocial policies and public hygicne. 
For what period are you coupct.nt to testify for Group ITI-E7 
Since the Group wis established in 1940. 
I shall now ask zn introductory question. 
M. MONNERAY: Just to make it clear, before 1940 he told us he dealt 
with racial policies. Was this in the RSHA also? 
WITNESS: Yos, within the Amt III, Group III-B was established in 1940. 
The section for Racial Policies and Public Hygicne was existing even befor 
that tine. 
GAWLIKs 
Did tho SD deal i! (ctl ©. III-B-1, Volkdum vork, beforc 1940? 


Yes, 


On the basis 
the Section III-B-2, which dealt with minoritics, 


SD bef ore 1940? 


you competent to testify «bout 
st important records e 
ins Section III-B also dealt with before 1940? 
Yes, I answered that. 
Arc you competent to testify to that also? 
Yos. 
Sectors III-B-A, and III-B-5, were they also dealt with before 1940? 
No, 
My questuibs niw refer to Pointl, Did you organize Section III-B-3, 
Public Hygiene? 
Yos, I cnn say thot I was the one who organized that Sector, 


Did this sector deal w dowish probluns? 
Bate 
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No, this sector did not deal with Jewish problous, In Section 
III, no Sector dealt with Jewish problems. 
Prosecution alleges that the SD too has participated in a pol- 
n races, What have you to say about that? 
During my activity in Section III, I never heard of a policy of 
extermination being oxecutod by the SD. Section III did not have the 
task of denli with the Jewish proble I have never 
rogoroing the extermination of a other races, 
Will you please describe briefly the functions c? ITI=$B-3, Race 
wid Public Hygiene? 
ie The tasks o 
dealin with basic sciontific questi 
policics, ancestry research and ancestry coro, Secon 1, int 
service concerning questions of public hygiene, orgeanizatior 
health measures, bas 
What áo you mean when you say intclligence 


ly intelligence rvics duties are: 


ey Leste n RP a ^ x hia m! es Maso ER ea S Bs rd: $5 dx lA 
evelucti.n of such reports and the furnishing nformation to the 
and State, 


the function of Grow III-B-l 


The functi ns of Group III-B-l were: 
Intelligence survice in racial 
gence service concerning the probluns of Volkdun, that is tc S2y, 
ering informitin regarding the peculiarities and the different customs 
the individual px 


you understand by Volxdum? 


ple in itsolf, its peculiarities and its for: B. T 


to explain the concept "Volkdun'", Yolk is a unit rosulting 


historical development, ono cultural...... 
CLPT. TUBRIDY: Just a minute, Do we need this Dr, Gawlik? 


need any definition of sociolo:iccl terns, 





4 July- 


BY DR. Gi 


AT T6 
MILLAS 


What was the goal and purp 


The goal o 
nae Ov 


rc 


leading -uthorities, 


What was the 


purp to 


00S e 


war crines, and crimes 
Te CMDR. HARRIS: I 

think the firs 

DR, GAWLIK: 


WITNESS : 


WLIK: 


tho purp 


purpose 


Te 3 3. RUN 
oi unese me enc 


asure 


what the 


attitude 


reshape 


be 


crimes, and 


iie NO ANA 


C en 
PIS! 


mnmandcr Harris. 


UD CAUTTY dei 
DR. GAVLIK: I shall 


C.PT. TUBRIDY: 


Thot 
vUSU 


rasa pl S 4^ ow } . 1 
much difference, boccusc 


f the Gr« ^up Iii-B 


garcing spheres of lifc 


pur pose 


aid people whe 


certain 


measures 


HERUM 
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G of the intcliigoneo work of 


was the of information 


collecting 


e The purpose was to inform the 


competent 


of informing these authoritic 


mnit crin 


had conspired to c 


inst hunanity? 


object to that questi n as 


perfectly 


ose of inf 


Lntorm 


for the 


DurDos 
P "T 
15€ 1 
ACVOL 


crimes 


for 


las 334% 
inst humanity? 


D 


the sane objection a: 


+ aur 
wi thdraw 


see that it mkes so very 


carry any weight anywa 
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or MONS 
Me. i IONI Ieuh 


different way. 


Dre Gawlik, that you are nware of tho m tter , 


lleasc answer 


of what information 


influence on 


the order 


schnitte 


executive 
particulariy 


important 


tetivitic 
iolik?2um work? 
[t was 


ling German Volk groups and regarding the 


s ^ Hal mer AC Yee s 4 7 
incorporate: and occunied te rie Purther than 
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p^ o0 A | * 
"Cecemjinhnunna 


received special nssirnnonts from + 


CLO 


highest authorities in this ficl^ which 


Volk^um. These special assirnments were 


of solkdum becnuse Curinz the war 
lacked sufficient ex^crtse. This, however, was a 


a 


dic not 


strictly bolons within the workinc sphere of the 


Cocument R112. Ni 


111 you rleas 


are you acquainted with this di 


On lirectivo, what was tho purpose of inscrtin- 
Sector III 


"^ 2 
inlis 


resettlement 
of the German 


ermans, acainst the 


peoples of Volkdum were concerned. given to 
III-B of the SD on tho ba 


this Circctive, 


throwins into concentration comps 


CMDR. 


to contra?iot the express loncuare 


CAPT. TUBRIDY: May I seo the 


will reserve the subject matter for cross examinatis 


No, this was not 


the task for the SD for the di 
pert opinion of be riven before" 


, 
tho decision is made by tho 





MI 


H1012-0066 


4 July-ComB-GES-n- -e=3-Ahuna 


ATTIS: Just a minute lore are you reading from ti 
from the doc 
of the witness is ent with tho wording 
therefore ask th: he paragraph upon which he relics 


context of the documente 


CiT. TUBRIDYs: Vill you read that section 


NTP LD 
INTERFRI 


1! 1 ndi 


lico Superior 
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BY DR. GAW Like 
Q Wili you please elucidate the statement? 
The English translation which was just read had left out sone- 


x 


thing which appears in tho original 


indicates that Uestapo examinst ion and decisions of 


the case differs #2 = ihe examination of the Volkdum problem by the experts 
the SD. If that wuld no ve bem the case, one would not nave nooded 
the expert opinions of the SD. The SD never could apply for protective eus- 
tody or for the transferring into the concentration cempse Only the NSDAP 
That is why paragraph 4 prescribes that the expert opinion 
| of the RSHA III-B has to return to the STATE SDAPO 
has dealt with tho case pretio uslye It was up to them to continuo to 
doal with the 
the exact participation in the 
in paragrapn ! 
participation of tho SD 
opinion 
Perhaps you can 
A I canonly const 
Single practical case where 
elucidated in this directiv 
T. CMDR. HARRIS: The if the wituess 
an ex*mole T do nct think he should give one, 
DR. CAWLT¥: T want to withdraw the question and put another one 
to YOue 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 
Q Do you want to that this directive was not executed in pr: 
A Yos, 
Q “hat intelligence service information was received by 


Volkdum work? 


ITI-B-1 substantially received informa ition regarding the peculisr- 


ities of German Volkdum groupse  Pertbularly in the spheres of life, coopers 


tions, Schools, cultural problems, ctc, 
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Q Wht was tho purpose of this information that you receiv 
A The purpose of receiving such information was to inform the 


PET! 


petent authorities. 


prepsraticn for tie incorporation of territories 


that 


nationalities of German Volkdum lived? 


No, it was merely a matter of having the leadin 


ceive such informatione. 


I now turn to point ! What were the activities of Sector 


in the occupied territi 


an information. office 


e 4 4. 1. m415 5 "1 b a anys d 
ces in the occupicd territories? 


f the SIPO and of the SD had Section 


attached t territories, however, 


Q Did these offices organizat?onally belong to Section III cr 


these departments did not 


only subordinate to them in fect 


In your capacity as was subordinated 
-b offices in the cupied territories, were 


mh lef jon) 


the activities of the ] 


tes, I was aequainted with the activities of the Einsatzgruop 


in pertifular where it was a matter of activitics of the Section ITI* 


a Verc the members of SD active in the 


A Yes. 


Did you receive these members of the SD? 


oS. 


you get? 


he same sort of intelligente reports rcgard 


life which were also furnished in the interior, 


the Einsatz Groups had killc¢ 
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A I have not read anything in the reports of Section ITI of tho SD 
ons of peoples in the occupied territorics. 
Reports in. that respect were the affairs of Section IV or Section IV of the 
RSHA.» 


M. MONNERAY: I am sorry, I did mt understands You said first, 


iN ^ 


Section IV and afterwards, you said Amt IV. What is thc difference? 


A 


WITNESS; The Section IV is with the Eins CUDe Tho Amt IV 


with RSHi. 


The activities of the Hinsat Groys must have becone public property 
population in occupied territorics and conseq ently must have had an 
on their ake id the memb: 1 the £D, in reporting this, tell 
effect on the morale of th peoples in theoccupied territories? 

A Yes, some of the reports of the SD tc 
report cn the effect on the morale of the shooting 
people, 
he shootings in thc years 19hl to 1915 
943, wo received occasional reports, partly 
that the population deplorec 
territorics, I hear recall rom Lithuania snd some from ! 
Some parts of the population participated actively in these shoc tings, The 
years 1913, 19); and 1915 did not bring any reports. 
Who were the perscns, inwividuals, in the 
aware of these reports? 


re ns immediately dealing with these affa airs knew of these 


Q Can you give us an - pproximate number? 

ad In my Sroup, perhaps three, out at th ry most, four persons. 
There were approximately 90 persons in the grow 

Q Did the members of tho subc rdinate offices of the Leitavschnitt of 


a R C P3 uan 3 
the Branch Office and the confidentail agents become acquainted with these 
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* Q Did you, as chief of Group III, issue any directives for the 
shocting of Bolshevik individuals? 

Noe 
Was the SD at all competent for that? 
No, the SD was an intelligence service. 
Q How far did the SD deal with the s hooting of persons in the East? 
m With the shcoting itself, it had nothing to do. Only with the 
effects had asI testified proviouslye 
Q What wero the consequences of such reports regarding tho effects 
on the morale of the population? 


A These reports were used for the information of the competent 


departments of amt IV. 


Q Did you receive these reports regularly the Einsatz Groups? 
No, these reports came irregularly. 
Q I will show you the document 1-180. It is a 
up Ay dated September, 191. This report says that mass shootings did 


Do you know this report and was this report submitted to ycuat 


à I do not know the entire reporte I did not scc the originai to 
it s complete extant, 

Q Did you receive any parts of it? 

å I did not receive any parts of it I am sure, because it was not 
rormittcda to be taken apart. But I probably was instructed by the com= 
petent experts as those are matters concerning the intcliigence sorvicc, 
But for that, I would have to read the whole reporte 

Who were theconpetent experts? 

At the time, the competent experts was III-Belece 

If tho expert of III-B- had it, it must have passed to your desk. 
Nos If, for example, I was not present when the report arrived, 
chief of the chief of thc department had the authority to 


secret matter and to take it so that I did not sec or r 
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IT. CHDR. HARRIS: I submit that that question be changed. I 
think he said III&B-l-c, 

CAPT. TUBRIDY: Yes, I think that that was the responsée 
BY DR. GAWLIK? 

Did the entire report arrive at Il1I-B-i-e or only parts of it? 

I believe that I answered that question because tated that a 
top secret matter cold not be pulled aparte 

Did Amt III use gas wagons? 

LT. CMDR. H.RRIS: I am going to object to that because it is per- 


fectly obvious that the witness does not know anything tout the Einsatz 


Groupse This matter has been covered so many tines that it is 2 complete 


WASU 


3 any questions concerning the gas wagons 


] e 
I did no a juestions t sses concerning tho gas wagor By 
tho way, this is the witness who has dealt with the 
territories in Amt ITI. 
CAFI. TUBRIDY: 
DR. GAWLIK: Noe I am asking from th point of view of Amt III, 
worked in the office and was unaware of what was 
going on in the field. The point is he is hardly in a position to state 
whether or not these wagons were usede 
submit the question as follows? 


A em E y is » $ er -~ Ha i s " + 
ssue any directives to emplcy sas 


BY DR. GWL 


4- 


the intelligence service receive any reports concerning the 


employment of gas wagons? 


I now come to point 5, 
TUBRIDY: We will take a 10 minute recess now, Dr, Gowlik. 


Wy 


(A short recess was taken). 
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DIRECT EXAMINATION RESUMED AT 1145 HOURS 
CAPT. TUBRI I think we can resume, 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 
Q I now turn to Point 5. Did you know of the agreement 
to exterminate Russian Prisoners of War before the Russian Campaig: 


took place? 
Was tho exccution of this task one of tho duties of tho 


A If there was such an agreoment, thon its putting into 
practice did not belong to the duties of tho SD. 

Q, I now turn to Point 6. Iam Showing you Document PS 165: 
the bullet decree, D 569 treatment of Russian Prisoners of War, 
and PS 1514 transfer of Prisoners of War to the Gestapo. Also SD 
AMT 3 competent for the execution of these orders, 


AT 


A Ho. AD ANT 3 wes not competent for the execution of thesi 
orders. 
Will you illucidato? 
A SD AMT 3 and its subordinate officors did not have any 
executive dutics, esses of those decrees do not mention 


SD AMT 3. 


being utilized for tho oxccution of these 


According to my knowledge, no. 
Did the SD concern itself by way of the Counter-Intelli- 
gence Service with Prisoners of War? 
A Yos, The 3D saw from tho perspective of the spheres of 
life as concerned itself with the Prisoners of 


Can you give us some examples? 


yen 


A For instance, the affect of Prisoncr of War employment 


on the agricultural production, For another example, 


of Prisoner of War employment on tho rural population in general. 


a 


Q Has the SD by way of its reports, initiated or promulgatoc 
troatmont of Prisonors of War by contradicting International Law? 


^ T 
p» No. 2294 
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Shumway 


Q I now turn to Point 7. What was the duties of tho SD 


the Department 3B2 minorities? 

à One can only understand the activities of 3B2 only from 
tho development of the Intelligence Se in war time. 
he war and in the beginning of the war, only minorities 


in Germany were dcalt with. During the war, all minorities 


in Germany and in occupied territorics wore doalt with from 


Intelligence Service point of 

Q What did you understand by minoritios? 

A Our definition of minorities was German Nationals 
citizenship, professed to their Volkstum, 


language, For ins! Poles living in the Eastern areas of 


the old Reich. 


alt with these minorities only by way 


Intelligences Sefvico regarding the effect on their spheres of 
l. i fe o 
Did tho SD AMT 3 participate tho Goportation of 


of occupica torritory for the purpose of Compulsory 


No. 
For which territorics and for which period can you 
to that? 

For the ontiro war and for all thosc torritorios in 

which thoro were Section 3 
Q Page 1743 of the German cord reads: “Theo Gestapo of 

tho SD participated on the mass deportation of Nationals 
occupicd torritorics in ordor to employ them as forced labor." 
They also handled the ponalties dealt out of forced labor. Is 
that correct? 

No, I haventt heard a thing about 


Did the SD have any punishment authority under compulsory 


No, the SD had no authority to punish because ho head no 


D Ow 
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X 
Did 
NO, 


the 


SD 


that a compulsor 


vo an 


Page 1746 of 


in 
LD 


a decree 
combc er 


bo Iv] t: WG e n 


spheres 
= 
E 


m 


Novc mber 


to 


order 


portation. 


the reports of the SD 


Intolligence 


of life 


1942. 


prove 


Shumway 


on the contrary. In numerous c 


s and 


spheres o 


Tine 
ing 
y adcvortation of foreign 


unfavorable affect on the 


people to each other, 


the 
rotained control over the 


Ro Lene" { LO nas he SD 


30rvico, 


; 
of Chie 


the 


1942. 


mh 


his 


the Countor-Intolligeno 


Intellig Service of the 


ence 


you Doc 


submitting and showing 
ubmitted 


participate, 


4 
OL 2L 


basis of your position in 


workers 


erman record roads: 


Security Police 


gi NOVIS 


in of 
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contribute to 


ases the reports of 
f life had 

into Go 
ney of vrocuction, 


and the sccurity of 


tind in this 
forced Laborers who 


over oxcroisod any 


Gcacornoet 
and of 


tho 


SD e 


unont L 61 dated 2 


this document 
"foot, 


T 
afa! 
VALU 


SD 
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4 July-ComB-GES=parc=-l-Shumway 


as a Gruppenleiter, will you illucidate? 

i. Tho cocunent mentions the SD only in the context which roads, "Chief 
of the Security Police and of the SD", There is nothine here about any 

SD rerardine the execution of 
But, in effect, the SD has cooperated in the work of this pro 
Tho deportation which this documont orcors, has not been execute] bco^use 
for the Reichsfuchrer > Reichsfuehrer in the 
A 


its exccution. 


s document »nleass? 


ffico in the 


Reichsfuchrer SS cancelled tho orders of tho departa sion 


am secin” this 
xcoution of this deorec? 
accorcine |, which the 
26 of the German 
ollows: “Immirration Conter Offi 
in order to proceed with evacuations under tho si crvisi 
Security rolico and of the SD ant of ¢ Leiter of thc 
ose Immicration Genter Offices have anythine to co conoorninc 
lkstum of tho SD? 
crc were n? 
There was only ono Immirration Center Office 
racuation of The Immirration Cor 


1 


lo with Volkstum work but it had nothinr 
Service of tho 
tho purpose of the Immirration 
and naturalization 


'oturnin* to tho Reic? its purpose was to take car< 
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4 July=-ComB-GES-pare=-2-Shunwayv . 


his work in one sinrle authoritye 
migration Center Uffico subordinate? 
^ 


hsminister of tho Interior issued toward 


It was subordinate to the Chief of Security rolice 


Conter Office have anythinr to do 


SD? 


oment of thc 


"ef 4 A. t > 3 os - F - 
immicration Center Office to ovaocuntc 


conl with the executi 
in tho occuni 


ness talk about AMT 3 | eneral way or 


: E 
Srouna 


"Nd A qe, Oe cO 
Acl1onsi uchror We 


evacuation 


hat was the aim and the purpose of the renort 


n 


the residents of Lorrninc? 


^ m 
die L 


he purpose of these reports w ) op the deno ion cntirely 


> 
at loast reduce them to minimum since théir SD reports showed that all 
population we ff« à negatively by these dono 


GANLIK: 
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a 


JulyeComD-GD$-naje-3-Shumway 


CROSS 


ee see: 


Since February 1, 1957, 


ånd what was your position in the beginning of the activitic: 


I was a referente 
Where? 
In whet used to be the SD in Houptamte 


ind what was your specialty? 


I wis a referent for referato racial p > . public hyciene. 


4n! this rroup was changed and made 
iepartment, after AMT 3 was 


£2 


you come into 


or any whcro 


Germany? 


service of the Intellirence 


s an Intellirence Service for 


‘arty orronization, was it 
cormnectio2 
So the SD was a political office, was it not. 


lt was the Intolli^onoo Servicee 
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have mado 


rive material to the Party 


1 


ar their political action, was 


it not? 
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Vo. The purpose of tho work of the SD was to report effect: 


the attitude, appreach andrcaction of the masses toward tho Cecrces 


— " k aX gum, mmank and 4 "Wn ^ 1 A m lees tn ^ Posse 2 d cds di 
measurcs of tho government ond to transfer these reports to tho competenti 


Pane es A 


authori ti 


sold us already this much. I would like, if 


eux 


jou sont infornation to 


RCM ee " a Ae IS 
MALTY, Was it not? rLcase ansvor 


your explanation. 


we had no influcnee on any action taken botircen 


axecn DOCU 


DCDOTPUS, 


you whether you voro Influconcing tho Perty. 


E 


whether your action and your information was sont ove 


J was sont 


ova zibh tho a ition] nime this Paptar 
collaborate with O y i dans of this Partye 


cucstion 
2 


Cj 
quos t 


activitios 


the activitic 


viously 
J 


Counsel in the Saxony itinistry of the Interior. 


as much as possib identify 


i 


party and the activivios 


Y 


Now you told us 


Purely information work? 


eJ v IY 


"Qm Det : 4 * ba. f b ofo 
inf ornation ) Wcrk IC A L x Jat P nat bers 
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l| July-JrF-2-2 


policy of the Stato and tho Party? 
A Noe Not all possible kinds but only tio questions which were put 
dom on thosehouo of business pertaining to the different spheres of life. 
Q Now your reports tried to find out the general opinion of the people 
A Yos, 


Now tho politiccl opinions of people were of course, very important, 


y to find cut their political opinion? 
Yes. Of coursce 
It was necessary to find out eventually the people who were not in 
avor of the new system? 


A Yes, of course. Among tho apparatus of our co-workers thoro were 


nany people among the V-Mon who did not approve of many things in our progran. 


E 


And it was nocossary for you to finc out what groups of people who 
were not in favor and for what reason, in tho State and Party? 

A We were only a party intorostod in tho groups. If it was a matter 
of professional groups ~=- if for example, the teaching profession disapproved 
of certain measures or deerces of tho State or the Party. 

Jo if you were not interested so much in groups you woro more 
in the individuals, were you not? 
I cid not say that wo worz not intorostod in groups, 
you were interested in both groups and individvals, wore you not? 
A Yos, The individual as an opinion but not in tho individual as a 


r 


nono. An cxample, tho reports of the offices did not road, "lir. Mucllor statc 
but it said "A farmer or a teacher said that, 

Q And you have many V-Men in all kind of activities in the nation, did 
you not? 

A Yes 

Q 4nd cach V-Man sent to his superior, reports cf his own 

A The V-Man reported to tho Bra office. 

Q All right. And those reports of V-en had to be necessary to bo 


very concrete or to prove what they wore telling? 
2502 
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A Yes, they had to be provene 

Q So in those reports were put of courscy names and concrete proofs i: 
order to check them eventually? 

A Yese The branch offices did have the names but tho report ocmánati- 
from the branch office to the Aussenstelle no longer contained tho nouo, 

Q And each Ausscenstelle was keeping its own archivos? 

A Yos, 

Q Now tho practical measures to be taken against any branch groups 
were on tho jurisdiction of tho Gestapo only, was it nct? 

A It was not the purpose of any niorbors of tho SD nor that of thc 
Branch Office nor of the sector nor of tho RSHA to initiate measures to be 
taken by the Gestapo. 

Q Really, I would be very obliged for you to answer my question. I 
did not ask you whether you intended to promote any action. I merely asked 
you whether it was in tho jurisdiction of the Gestapo to carry executive 
measures out against objectionistse 

A Measures against cnemics of the State were matters y 
Gestapoe 

Q And the reports coming from the SD were one of the grounds on. which 
eventually the Gestapo offices could know what kind cf opposition was in sigh 
with the State? 

A No, because the Gestapo did not receive reports fron the SD but ha 
its own n Í nfidentia 

Q Did you reccive in the RSHA, reports from the inspector of the Sipc 
and the SD? 

I The inspectors of tho Sipo and of the SD were merely personnel 
organizations of the supervision. It was not up to them to make factual 
reports and they did not make then, 

inspector of the SD and Sipo do not agree with you on this 


Nowy have you known Dr. Best? 


Do you think he is a man who knew quite clear the organization of t: 


German police? 
2305 
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A Dre Best resigned from the service of the Sipo in 190. 
BY CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: 

Q Will ycu answer the question "yes" or "no"? 
I cannot te r to any time of the period aftor 19h0. 


Will you answer the question whether he was correctly inforned, 


before 1910, yos. 


M IFRNAV e 
IIDZJLIULl e 


Q Now he sa; book that the SD on the one hand and the Sipo on 
2 other hand were compe 
L I consider the book by i ) personal work by Dr. Best and not 
official authority book of SD and 
Q You toldus he knew quite perfectly, the 
That is no reason why he s hould not mention private 
c which ho would like to sce put into practisc. 
s -3-li-5 have not been dealt 
SD before 19h0. 


you will check the records you will sce that I said that 3B3 was 


Can you tell us which ofi was dealing before 9 With the matt: 
of lh and 5? 

Tho Sector 3D-!, was created i jo year 193 because tho problems 
pertaining to citizenship and naturalization were not dealt with in tho RSM. 
There was a Section 3B-l, which called itsolf re-settleoncnt. iust be in 

" 
tho order of business 19)1. 
Q I have the Document L-185, USA 8h. which plan of organization 
l January 194l and you could read 32-lh Imigration and Rescttlonont, 
A I have just said that it was a Plan of Organization which the 
no about before It was a department in Section 38-l, 
aturali O his department did not exist previously in 
the year 1910 when the representative cf the prosecution asked me about it. 


ed to the preceding question of the representative of the 
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prosecution. There was a department of resettloncnt. I wanted to answer 


sone more but 


the representative of the prosecution intcrrupted me. 


E - P. n | em a, ml m lese Amnn yty AG > 4 L 1 
wanted to know whether those departments existed at that 


D 


And within Germany there were still Jo: 


~ 
2 


were there noi 


Je 


to certain measures, 


Q of reporting on all manifestations 


within Gernany, was not interested at a in knowing what the incidents 


those measures 


0 


us that your nissiol 


of the tas! 
of AMT 3 an mined that all problens 


concerning Jews, including 


EE S Pen. ce OMM ; 
with only by AM? lh. 
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lt what time were thoso rules ostablished? 
A I believe, I am not quito sure, however, that tho correct date of 
Plan of Orgenization is 27 Soptonbor 1959. 
Q dnd before this date, SD was doaling with the Jewish question, was 
it not? 
Tho SD in tho Contral Office II did not deal with tho Intolligonce 
concerning tho Jowish problome 


So you pretend that tho SD was nover sending any reports concornin| 


I did not say that. ‘whet I did say was that tho ContralOffico II 
onlt with tho Jowish problone 
I didn't ask you about II. “hich was tho offico donling with tho 
problom? 
Tho office dealing with tho Jewish Problem was tho departnontal 
Jowish probloms in Contral Uffico II-l. 
Q md your office after tho organi zation of raco and national health 
had nothing to do with the Jewish proolon$ 
L We have recoived in gy department vefore Amt 3 was instituted, 
occasional reports. These reports dealt with the facts on Gorman living 
spheres still romaining from Jowish influonce and my dopmmtnont dic not 
doal with these matters since tho othor department called on dowish probloms 
in Department l was a compotont once 
So tho SD was dealing with tho Jewish questio n, was it not? 
Yos, Contral Department II-l. 
ind in the matter of raco, the Jowish question was a contral 
question, was it not? 
Wo because the Jewish provlom is not a problom of raco but with 


tho Jows it is a pooplcee 


Q ihat was tho formation of 38D = 5? 


I have extensively onsworod that quostion before, It was tho task 


of $-D-5 to collect the reports from occupiod territorios in regard to the 


peculiarities of ‘the individual people and to instruct all tho other 


departments of Amt 5 in regard to these questionse 


Did you rocoivo any roports from tho occupiod territorios concerni: 


42355 = 
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ovontunl oppo to Germany? 


A The reports of SD was dealt with rosistance groups as far as they 


a 


had ony affects on tho different spaoros of lifce 
Q So you were docling with resistence movoments in occupied torritori: 
In that sonso yose 
Have you any connection with int 4? 
Yos, Thero were official connoctionse May I give you on example? 
Se 
policies of the Roich Cormissionor from Norway Torbovon, had 
promoted the formation of rosistonco GroupSe This had endffoct on the 
socurity of tho Gorman occupation in Norwaye imt-4 reported on thate 
Tho negative activitics of Terbovéem also had offect on the shores of life 
and Ant 3 reported on thate 
Ö het do you call the sphoros of lifo, if possible vory short? 


DY CAPT. TUSGUIDY: Particularly the negative effect upon spheres of lifce 
economic activity in Norway by the octivity of the 


of tho RSILL of course had in ended to have tho large 
non in Norway, dic it not? 
of RSHA had no intorost whatsoever on tho cconony of 
Norway but only on tho doscription or the economic situation 
, 


ports wore indic xtin; that the rosistance yovonont had a 


Q So the 
mogotivo result ond influence on tho Norwegian economy? 
Yos, that is what I wanted. to deserive in order to answer the 
whothor thoro was cooperation botwoon sat 3 mdint 4e 
You told us just in tho boginning of this interrogation thet no 
connection existed botwoon tho Gestapo and SD, did you not? 
I shodi appreciate to have them shown to 


[am 
e 


Do you agree that SD was cooperating with 


Tho cooperation which I was asked by roprosontativo of the prosec 


whether SD by its reports had initiated the persecuting of individuals or 


CroupSe 





H1012-0086 


‘ie will put the question otherwise tha. The SD was cooporotin; wit 


ivo measures taken by tho Gostapo? 


i No 2 


Q And in this Plon of Orgmization of 1941 it is said that $-2-1 


for instanco, at tho samo time concerning Jmte-< and $-2-4& Immigration and 


Re-sottloment concerning also Amt-2? 
the document? 
lt is L-185 USA 484, 


BY CAPT. TUDRIDY: Could you hold this until after lunch. io will adjourn 


until 2 o'clock, 


Tho Commission adjourned at 1800 


Tho Hearing reconvened at 1400 hours 4 July 


Di. HANS EHLICH e iosumod 
CROSS EXAMINATION = Continued 


lul-lt 


COM TISSIONERS : 


NeSe Noave 
liartineliarvard Armand 


Before you comnonoo I want to make an onn: uncomont 


The procedure rosarding tho examination of affidavits to tho Cpmmissic: 


which will begin on Monday 8 July 1946 in Room $98 will be aunounced tomorr 


And also the order of the Tribunal | 


up of Docunonts 


2ooks, Defonso counsel should be ready to present affidavits as alroady 


announced, on 8 Julye And wo shell te beginning with the Ge 


apo 


cap Jo 


T would also liko to draw attention to the fact that sinco witnesses 


for SD and tho Gestapo could bo fin by tho ond cf this wook, that the 
hroc-hour rulo imposed by tho have to be very strictly 


adhorod toe 


(4nd the Commissioner exits 
ARTIN -ILLRVARD ARIAN D: 


We have four witnosses to hear before Saturday. tho nanes 


of the witnesses: Ehlich, itoossnor, Jost onc Fromme 
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Neave has asked me ask you to be as briof as possible ond to 

ask only necossary quostions order that we shall be avle to finish on 
Saturdaye 


Tike LONER s 
I wish to show the witness now, umient L-158, USi-<84. 
Is it correct that the plan of organization indicates that cortain 
sections of Group 33 aro in connection with imt IV concerning the matter 


of jurisdiction? 


The representative of tho prosocution soens to refer to tho 


e 


Q I would like to. ho answor, whether, according to this plan, 
connection exists botwoen Group 6D ond Amt IV, 
There is no connections 
this plor ato that tho matters 
with which Group $2 lonlin:; with, oro oqually matters Amt IV is dealing 


withe 


correct that personnel of Group 3D dealing with thc 


P 


set in touch with tho porsonnol of Amt IV dealing with tho 


u please oxplain why no 
m 


The word “betoilicung 


if two ontiroly difforont 
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authorities or offices desl with the same mtter from two differcnt 


aspects, and precisely because these two offices are entirely separate 


the plan of orgonization has to stato that in cortoin mtters the other 
office must be informed of such things. I con clarify this if the prc- 
Sccution wishes mo, by a practical example derived from the administration. 

I would prefer to ask you, for instance =- You have 3Bl, an office 

concernec equally with AMT IV and Sections of Amt 3. Now, could you give 
exemple of the matter which does concern also Amt IV? 

Yos, I will give you an «.xonple referring to tho hearing of tois 
morning. Whon 3Bl gives an expert opinion concerning Volkdum which night 
be interesting to SIPO - which is to say Amt IV, in eny decision 
Aut IV may make, then Group 3Bl will seek tho participation of Amt IV. 

rds, amt IV is interested if there are any executive 
measures to be taken, for instance: (interrupticn) 
e No, because matters which are submitted to Gr oup 3B which are not 
executive mitters, for those would 

Just to make it quite clear, witness, do you maintain that Gro 
3B never participated in ony discussion c ncorning exccutive measurcs 
out by «mt IV? Do you maintain that G p 3B was oni alg gener 
reports after any action has been corriod Already, and that Amt 
was not consulted by Amt IV, or by other offices, when i? 
to fix new oxocutive measures == icaning, to bc consulted 
out of now measures? 

Questions which I am asked up to this point refer to participatici 
in tho senso vhich tho plan of rganization is shown, I have now 
asked concerni g confidences pertaining to executive scasurus by the 

Gestapo, just like any other state organizationssuch as tho 
Ministry of the Interior » has invite. representatives of the 3D at con- 
fercnees when it wanted to listen to the pinio the SD representatives 
which he had cn the basis of his intelligence survice, 

So, is it correct that certain measures, such as 
measures aginst certain groups, before being fixed and 
discussed with representatives of Anat, ITI? Answer this 


yes or no, first, 


I cannot answer such o question by yes or no, 


- dU LC) 
c3 0 
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Q. Is it correct then, that discussions were held before setting 
up a certain executive measure by the Aunt IV--dicussions with amt III. 
Is that correct? 

A. No. 

Q. Now, is it corroct that bofore carrying out of anti-Jowish 
measures, the matter was first discussed with members of the SD? 

A. I have stated that in my department, in my section, and in 
Amt III, Jowish questions were never dealt with. 


^. Is it correct that executive measures being cerrica out have 


been discussed with the SD for instance, insofar as Jewish movements 


are concerned in occupied c »untrios? 

(...the witness starts an explanation). 

Now, IT would like to have a clear answer first--yes or no? 

They were not discussed, but I cannot answer such a question with 
yes or no. 

Q. Hevo there been any discussi.ns concerning measures of resettle- 
mont of minoritics or deportation of certain groups. Ploasc answer this 
question, yes or no. Discussion with amt, IV, or other offices, and Amt 
III? 

ie Yes, Sire 

Q. These discussion have been held also between aat IV, or other 
offices dealin with--and amt ITI--dcealing with the fight of opposition 
in the occupied torritorios? 

«we Yos, the Alit III-B, SD has been asked, as I said before, about 
the Intelligence reports regarding the situation which Amt III has had, 

^. Is it correct that the SD sont information and repcrts about the 
practical and psychological results of the deportsticn of Jews into dif- 
ferent .ccupiod territorios? 

A. No. 

^. So you maintsin that the SD, which was in charge of the authoritios 
and information bout all fields of public life, in tho ciffercnt countries 
ignored completcly in its reports, deportation and liquidation of millions 


of Jons? ARIA 


H1012-0089 
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A. I testified this morning already, that the mtter of dealing with 


the entire Jewish problem, includi ting the Intclligence service, was a task 


of Amt IV, 

Do you remember SS Haupsturmfuhrer Hunmitzsch? Do you raacnber 
that he was representing your office in certain discussion concerning 
deportation of Jews and other notion^l inferior group s7 

After all these years, I cannot recall in which Scussicns this 
man represented me, 

Have you any connection in your office with any office for race 

1 settlement? 

Just like it was the case with any other office or authority, we 

official connection with them in our ca pacity as Intelligence Service, 

Was your group consulted in certain mensures to be corriod out by 


4n 


those questions of race and settlement? 

The race 
knowledge, did not have to take any executive mea 

On general principles, accord iing to this main office, your work was 
the same - by which your group, 3Bl or 383, d 3B ~ immigration and 
settlement were working also? 

The race and settlement central office was'a ntra fice within 
the entire structure of the SS, and was given definite assignments by the 
Reichsfuhrer SS, These assignments differed entirely from those which Aut 


III received which wes with amt IV Intelligence Sor Vico, 


are you à doctor? 


You be lieved in the race theory of tho Nazi Party, did you not? 
physician and biologist, I know the basis of racc theory. 
This wes the basis also of the activity for race and settlancnt, 
it not? 
Yes sir, 
And you hac the same tules for distinguishing certain races to be 
eliminated from the German race » had you not? 
àe I do not know what the prosccution means by climination of cortain 


races from the German people, 
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Q. You carried out a policy in trying to climinete certain races 
from public life, did you not? 

If you ask me whether the SD wanted that, the answer is no, 
because that wos not within its competence, But if you rofor to me 
personally.... 

%. No, I am not interested in you personally, Now, did the SA 
collaborate in this racial policy or not? 

The SD only cared for basic principles of racial theory, and 
about that has by way of Intelligence Service made reports, I have 
described that, and I have described the duties of 3B3, 

Q. But you have not discussed when the program of the SD was set 
up? 

A. I do not know what deportation of racial groups are roferred to 
here, 

Q. Hou know verytainly whether or not the SD had collaborated in the 
deportation of certain groups. 

I have underlined several tines today that the SD was not an exe- 
cutive organiz-tion , and c nsequently could not, 

Q. And your Group 3Bl, for instance, did not participate in any dis- 
cussion to fix up the practical rules of deportation? 


ie If the SD has participated in hundreds of discussicns with all the 


various 2uthorities of the Reich becouse ho was consulted as an Intclligence 


Service regarding the Intelligence Service Ri ports, I am no longer in a 
position to say; but if tho SD, as tho highest intolligoneo authority in 
its capacity of SD has participated in such conferences, it does not mean 


that it participated in the executive measures, WT | | Wt 


H1012-0091 
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Q Why has he particip 


A I have delineated t 
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A May I see the document? 
Q I am sorry,but i ask you the question -- whether this conference could 
intercst also your group? 

A It was not my group, but the office from which this conference emanated 
was probably interested in tho participation by the SD. 

Q At this conference those matters dealt with -- it concerned race and 
Folkdom, did they not? 

after what the Prosecution has said to me, yos. 


explains the presenc- of tir, Bormann (?) at this conference, does 


Yes, because the Prosecutor has road from the document that it deals 
with a rescttlement or deportation of Alsacians, and that was a problem which 
Sector 3Bl Folkdom was dealt with in Intelligence Service manner, 

Q You told us this morning you got in your section special missions, did 


$2 


you not? 


was the kind of those special missions? 
“his can be derived from the discussion this morning. it was a matter 
of reports which were not purely of an Intelligence Service nature, but expert 
` 
opinions pertaining to certain questions of Folkdom. HEU Ill MI 
Q Did you proceed with those missions f AMT 1l H1012-0093 
A No, 
Q Did you receive them from the SS main 
N Oe 
From a different SS office? 
No e 
From whom did you receive them? 
these special missions originated with the 'eichskommissas zur Festigung 


davtschen, 


Q And you got those missions also from other offices? 


A Woe In that case it was a matter for the Intelligence Service. 


Q You never got information from the ilinistry of Agriculture and Food? 
A 38 had no connection with that, 


Q No reports havo been made on the situation of works outside of Germany? 


æ 2315 - 
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À Yes, but not expert opinions, They were Intelligence Service reports 
pertaining to situetion, moral attitude of th ‘orcign enterprises, 
And you reports gave conclusions, for instance, how to obtain officienc 
from foreign workers? 
Ch, yes, they did, 
So your office gave conclusions and practical suggestions? 
by way of the Intelligence Service channels practical suggestions 
reached us they were transferred to th proper authorities. 
Q Very well. You told us that the special rinsatzkomnandoos in the 
5 


vou not 


j 


in France did not contain 


and subordinate 


How was 


mast the Kommandos of the Se rity toice also had a Section 111. 


Sections were coordina | the comnander of the SIPC 


Only in organizatione ucstions, not in connection with factors. 


it anything to do 


that the 
prisons have shortly 


prisoners and by transfery ie them as fast as ssible into the Concentration 


also to Section 


ANANN 
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Ve ånd these questions of prisons in Voncsntration camps had not 


course, according to you, with the organization SD7 Hil 
H 


NC WLUNSSS examines the 
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4 Why the Commander of the Security Police has issued this order to the 


I do not know. It has nothing to do with the vital tasks 


&lso that the SD AMT had nothing to 


risoners 


t explain, of course, why Document ll5-PS, USi-2]h -- about 


of war == dealing with the transportation of these pris- 


shot in Concentration Camps. "hy if this documont has been 


v i (ns: s 
mistake also? this 


to give information on this ono, 


official connection with i 


FUEL 


H1012-0095 





HEN 


H1012-0096 


do with putting it into practice. 


VAG 
-—— Ne 


formation, 


cho inspector pornittod to eventually give 


measures a 
directive 
factual : 
orc.crs 


2 1 +] 2 m J. Fw 
with directl 


ej 


Ls 
XXOocUvt3i 
wwe. UVLO n 


has received tha’ 


pm "^-^ 
wansportation. 
+ Is, *- Ad" IL E UT I » wae ” us )t + l4, 
vo bo avare ha C i cead prisoners UAY e this reaction of 


the SD, 


Yemen of 


fact that due to the conditions "roevailing in the w: x^ cf 19ll in the 


torrit ssian prisoners a vo^? ery bad situation, reported 
o tho responsible 
authorities. stated th mor! ; that the SD has dealt with prisoners of 
warin the area 
have to objecte Not for factual rcasons 
Tho ruling exists that any hc aring is to last only 
three hours. ly hearing lasted two hours, The prosecuti 
has: lasted two hours There are three more witnessec 
ness will be 
consequently will b imited in my defense o: f the tinc I will not 


F the three witnesses ir 00 continued. until Monday if 


ev, 


4 


must object for form CASONS « 
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I will be finished in a fow morc ninutos, 

OMER: The time for any certain person has not been 
determined befo l am of the ovinicn with tho lewyor that the hearing 
of the witness i ong vill simply say that we must nove quickly 
nove The prosecution and the defense. And 
that he has interrogated the witness for 
interior settlement and I must ask for everyone's good wil 


BY HR. HONWERAY: 


So your Service reported about tho tran D tic "b prisoners 


n 


hese reports were sent to tho 
hey were not sent to the Gestapo 


4 nothing to do ) Y rit? n this E 


TD? ne ^ 
ic jr eu 


of tho Wehrmacht. 


don't want to sta uit four yoars under 


I have no ferthor quostions, 


MS SESE SE SD 
qv xix iwi ?V 


BY LT. CIDR. 
the interest 
I will simply submit one or + 
Docunont R-112, USA 308, which.is the document discussed this 
morning whoroin reference is nado to the joint request cf the Gestapo 


n 


SD for applicaticns for orders f« protective stody in Concentration Camps. 


You testificd thet you did not believe that this order was carriod 


v 


D, 


A I doubt the fact that on the basis of this rder menbeors 
nationality list four were either taken into protective custody 
Concentration Camps. 

ur attention onc aragraph, ©, which 
reads as follows: 


anine coni tanually the success of the 
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re-goruanization action (Section 3 of the decrece -f 16.2.12) tho Sceurity 
Service superior offices in Germany proper have to intervene in 
put in continuously report on Poles suitab 
offices of the Higher SS and police lcaders, Thor have 


int “counscls" as to questions of race (in charge of Departne: 


3B) whenever vossible."... 


Now I want to pass to anothcr subject vory briefly. 
matter of Zinsotz groups. Now, you testificd that to your | 
hac nothing to dc with the shooting 


A Yos, sir. 


Were you a nenber of the 
documente 


That is the Chicf o ection S Sienature. 


Ce V ue. 


Mh n ob A ws 1443 
that was your chiof 


that Ohlondorf hinsolf was tho leader c no insatz Group? 
Answer this, yos or no, 

eee Nothing se» 
(es continuing) All of us know the testimony of Ohlendorf 

| speed the proceedings I am asking defense counsel i 
to iy referring to this paner of Ohlendorf? 
NO OBJECTION. 

LT, CMDR. 

(e. continuing) I want to read into tho reerd this affidavit of 


Ohlendorf begiming with the third narar PAD. "hen the German Army invaded 


Russia TOS er of the Einsatz Group D in the Southern Section, and in the 


course of the year during which I was leader of the Einsatz Group D it 
liquidated approximately 90,000 nen, women and children. The majority of 
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Tara + Y * tha me cti 
inero Wer anons them some ctnorsg 


iplenontation o j ** progran Binsat 


and into stillsmaller units, 


commandos, usually the 


c 


The units sclected for this task wuld enter a villare cr city and 


res 


prominent citiz to call torether all Jows for tho purpose cf resottlon 
(hey wererequested to hand over their valuables to the leaders of 
shortly before tho exccution to surrender thcir outer clot 


women and children were led tc place of execution wh: 


located in a very deeply located dit 


standinr and the corpses thrown into 


TW 
ha 
ulc 


Now, I won't read any furth purpose of 


illustration. 
If members of tho SD like Ohlendorf 


Einsatz groups and the subordinate : 


ni 
unts 


Jews, stole thcir clothings ^orha 


were not exactly correct when you said members of the SD had nothine to do 


the execution cf Jews? 


^ their emplcynent 
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Q The question is not as to whether this was consistent 

with general functions of gathering intelligence. I am asking 
hotnor you not now realize that your statonont that menbers 
SD had nothing to do with shooting was wrong? m 
testinony if you want to. 


evidence that somebody would really know 


the SD took pert in tho oxocution of Jews 
did not 


tho orders P tho Cormmencer during their 


When 


of course 


2 final re- 


oe Bhow you Document PS 5945, USA 864, which 


collection of weokly re of the activities of Einsatz 


and I pe j 211 nvite your attention to the fact that 
section in each of these ror deals with 


you find t fact that this information is 


d Vs Wad 


that the front page of that copy was dis- 
Cortainly nobody olsc would have 
report on the living spheres (?) 


MT 
DIE 


(Cross Exemination econtinucd) 


LANDER Haris: 


just two things I want to read into tho roccrd, 


port No. 4 of tho Krintschaks (approximately 6000) 


7 counted to bo Jows who have Lived for the greater 





4 July-IRA-2 unt MOON 


H1012-01 


part in Sinferopol (2500) and in Kare arsai, their 


annihilation 
sethor with that of the real Jews an gypsies in the Crinea took 
place cssontially in the beginning of Decoabor 1941. Tho fact that 
Eriatschaks enc tho gypsies sharcd the fate of the Jews did not 
The SD of course would tho agency 
how the population reac he murder of tho 
well as 
In connect 
the Grippen 


Thet is no 
provinec of 
to tho murder of the 


seintsche of Jows? 


question this norn- 


i4 


v MAT ARID 
jiY COLONEL 


COMMISSIONER: 


BY COLONEL ORLO 


ke official trip to the 


Ukraino. 


sick and romained 
[£ ricp ol e 


"hero Gia you got your reports 


rt ^ ^ 
General. 


rts fron the SD Leitabschnittc 
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Q Did you havo your own 


he SD did not work w but with V men. 


A 

RY mum 

DX ul 
SS oxanination that the SD has 

heir goal. I now ask you was this 

purpose of committing crimes 


crimes against hunanity? 


L now 
ences. Did $$ D measures oxocutod 


take an opposing 


received? 
ONNBERAY i object | this quostico ines i} ec: bo tco 


Sakkis Y L Val iw 


nfl Acar T ~ 
and ask complete 


you regarding the attitude of the SD por- 
taining to those conforonees which were discussed during tho cross 


24-2258 e t 
v CAR Le 


eco od e E x 14 : — a 
question ism 2 S genera 


repeat tho que 


Apuymi Tram 
DEH Le è 


of the Sp regerding deportations? 
ort those measures or à 4 he take an Opposing attitudo? 
Conorally, the ¢ ejected the rosottlonont and doporta- 
orciznors since lisqui the pc ‘tion; it disturhod 
Measurcs and stead of contributing to quiet, to 


tho population, brought about a hostilo attitude on tho 


the popule: 
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Witness cxcused, 


1540 hours, 


à true and correct transcript of the testi- 


EANS ERLICH, taken on 4 July 1946. 


Marjo ori c Shurwaj 


Gonovicvo B 
Roportor 


CERTIFIE 





